GARY L. AGUILAR, M.D. 



909 HYDE STREET SUITE 530 
SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA 94109 
TELEPHONE 773-3392 




June 12, 1995 



Mr. Harold Weisberg 



Dear Harold: 

I had a conversation with Hal Verb last night and I thought that it 
would be worth my clarifying a couple of issues for you. 

I have not alleged, nor would I allege, that I "know" the 
photographs have been falsified. My argument is rather different 
than that. My argument is that the House Select Committee on 
Assassination reported that the Bethesda witnesses it interviewed 
refuted the Parkland witnesses' description of a rear skull defect. 
The interviews upon which the HSCA in Volume VII, page 37 - 39 made 
its claims were withheld from scrutiny but have been recently 
released. Those interviews confirm the Parkland witnesses' views 
rather than refuting them. This mishandling of its own evidence 
and then keeping it withheld can hardly inspire confidence in the 
HSCA' s medical work in other regards. Furthermore, I have 
collected the earliest descriptions of the wound from forty-six 
witnesses and have found forty-four of them describing a defect in 
the right rear of the skull. One described it only on the lateral 
side of the skull, Ken Salyer, and one other, Geisecke, claimed the 
wound was on the left side. If forty-four out of forty-six 
described a defect in the right rear of the skull and the defect 
is, in fact, toward the right front of the skull, one must at least 
scientifically consider why it is so many reliable witnesses from 
both Bethesda and Parkland made this error. Up* error tends to be 
random, how did all make an error, yet seemingly made the same 
error. 7 I would be happy to send you my compilation of the 
witnesses' testimonies because they are from official sources, as 
well as interviews from authors. 

frU — 

Please be careful in attacking <th authors who have cited these 
descriptions for the authors have t same descriptions as the HSCA 
interviewers, and the Warren Co ission interviewers. Their 
descriptions seem unanimous to me d while I cannot say with any 
certainty that the photographs havi )een falsified, I can say that 
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everyone recalls wounds which are now not seen in the photographs 
and I must come up with a reasonable hypothesis to explain this 
discrepancy. c.iud V <3- 



The final question I would like to raise is the issue of the defect 
on the anterolateral skull. This is the description Robert Artwold 
gave in his JAMA article and I would agree with that analysis based 
on my viewing of the original autopsy photographs at the National 
Archives by permission of the Kennedy family. Let us assume for 
the sake of argument that the photographs accurately depict 
Kennedy's wounds. I defy you to find any description of a wound 
from any witness that described an anterolateral skull defect in 
Jack Kennedy's head. I simply cannot find one, Harold, can you? 
If there were twenty-three Bethesda witnesses examining the skull 
why is it not a single one described the wound that way to the 
Warren Commission, or the HSCA, or other authors? I am baffled by 
this and yet I think both you and I must agree that the parieto- 
temporo-occipital description from the autopsy report is consistent 
with a right rear defect, and not an anterolateral defect. 



I thank you, Harold, for your concern regarding my professional 
reputation. I have no interest in squandering it and I appreciate 
vo ur helpful a dvice. I think that from what I have written in 

— otfiir places^ however, there is reason to be mistrustful of the 
v" photographic record^ completeness, if nothing else. As I have 
^ x mentioned before from Warren Commission and HSCA evidence, Humes, 
S re o'* *** Boswell, Finck, Stringer, and Reive, all recalled the taking of 
' photographs that are not in the record now. All of them, for 

example, recalled taking photographs of the interior of the body 
and those images are not available now. How are we to suppose 
this has occurred, if not through some sequestration or removal 
from the original tally? 



DA. 
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I have the most respect in the world for you, Harold, and I'd 
appreciate any thoughts you have on the subject. Please let me 
know, if I can provide you any further information ancl I will be 
happy to help in any way that I can. The projects wa rfeft - which you 
have commissioned me are underway, I promise, and I will provide a 
floppy for you with the index retrieved from a scanning device so 
that if anyone needs it you can easily reproduce a copy off of a 
computer O f*— 



With best wishes for your improving health and my utmost respect, 
I remain 



Very truly yours, 

C C VCSHZ 

Gary L. Aguilar, M.D. 
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